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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Jeanine A Enewoid Goldbero . 



(Z) Sam Woodlev . 



(2) Lisa Arthur 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 25 July 2001 . 

Type: a)lEl Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: 1)0 applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or denaonstration conducted: 6)\3 Yes 0)0 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: all . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)n was reached. g)n was not reached. h)n N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview(if box is 



Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has already been filed. APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A 
STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on 
reverse side or on attached sheet. 



checked). 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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^Summary of Record of Intemcw RcquireiiWs 



application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



Paragraph (b) ^ . *u • * • 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete ^f^^'f °f '^-^^^^^^^^^^^ ^35 132) 

warraniing favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An intervi«v does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .11 1 , 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. ..u n . . a 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record In the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete througM^^^^^^^^^^^^ to make the substance of an Interview of record in the application flle, unless 

the examiller IndlcaTes he of iL v^^ is the examlner-s responsibility to see that such a record Is made and to correct matenal .naccurac.es 

Which bea^dlr^ on^he q^^^^^^^^^ ,3,, i^erview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 

interview by SingThe a^^^^^^^^ filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restr^tion 

reauTemeXfor whIcM is otherwise provided for in Section 81 2.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure "l^lTL 

out topograph cal er o^^^ script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the Interview ^^^^^^l^^"" P^°?«f ^"^^^^ 

substance of an interview Is completely recorded In an Examiners Amendment, no separate lnterv»w Summary Rfo/f is required 

The Interview Summar^ Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the r.ght hand portion °'»he ffle. and hs^ed^o^^^^^^ 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal Interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
(Snc usion of the inten^Tew In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
dt» 0? £ to the Lr^^ communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an a lowance or ,f other 
Scumstances d^tate. the Form should be mailed promptly after the Interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed ^«.^«^«nwmaw ho hv 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being atlowabte). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the ^^^stance of the in^^^^^^^ 
unless both applicant and examiner agree that the examiner will record same. Where the examiner agrees to record ^^e substance of the irterv ew, 
or Sin it is aS on the Form or in an attachment to the Form, the examiner should check the appropnate box at the bo^^^^^ the 

S whk^h iSs the applicant that the submission of a separate record of the substance of the interview as a supplement to the Form is not 

It should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and P^^'P/J^^f^^^^^^*'^^^^ 
interview unls it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

% i: iSSS c!!£ SaKSeS^^^^^ of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 
5^ a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

5) a briefider^tinoanon OT tn^^^ ge ^^^^^^^^ ^ ^^^^^.^ ^.^^^^ detailed description of the argumerts .s not 

equi ed The Identification of the arguments Is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of he principal frg^nients macle to ^^^^^ 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a aeneral Indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and „ , ^ i,„ 

7) if Sroprlatrthe general results or outcome of the Interview unless already described In the Interview Summary Form completed by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attrfbSed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication. "Interview Record OK on the 
paper recording the substance of the Interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTO-413) 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what agreed to 'f ^n 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The focus of the interview centered around the 103 rejedjons 
dfrected to the obviousness of probes and primers from a known sequence. Applicant argued that all pnmers do not 
work The examines stated that there is a reasonable expectation that primers which are s^bfquences from the 
^raet redon would work as primers. The examiners illustrated the support for the position in the art, namely Tanaka, 
wTo taS thZny p^^ specificatlly hybridizes with the 3'X sequence can be used, however those w^^^^^ 

higly homologous to the 3'X sequence and have the length of 20 residues are mos^ suitably "sed (col. 2 'nes 48-^5^ 
The applican? maintained that the primers would need to be tested to detemiine whether the work^ W th respect to the 
multiplex reactions, the applicant asserted the greater level of testing and how some pnmers don t work. It is the 
rSronh^^^^^^^^ it is prima facie obvious that the primers work and may be optimized. Discussion was 

provided with respect to how these rejections may be overcome, namely with results that all pnmers are not 
equivalents, such that their primers have improved results over others in the art. 

Wth regard to the double patenting and 1 1 2/2 rejections, these rejections are direded to claims v^hich enajmpass the 
detection of only HCV. However, the claims to primers would not be overcome by the amendment to the claims to 
illustrate that both HCV and HIV are co-assayed for. 
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